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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 
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8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 
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10) D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Specification 

1 . This application does not contain an abstract of the disclosure as required by 37 
CFR 1.72(b). An abstract on a separate sheet is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

2. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

3. Claims 1-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Regarding claims 1 and 5 and 7 and 15-17, the phrase "in particular" renders the 
claim indefinite because it is unclear whether the limitations following the phrase are 
part of the claimed invention. See MPEP § 2173.05(d). 

Regarding claim 1 and 7, the phrase "suchlike" renders the claim(s) indefinite 
because the claim(s) include(s) elements not actually disclosed (those encompassed by 
"suchlike"), thereby rendering the scope of the claim(s) unascertainable. See MPEP 
§ 2173.05(d). Similarly, what is clip-like? How is something like a clip? 

Regarding claim 7, what exactly is meant by inner contours flush with one 
another? The closest definition that examiner knows of would be to make level or 
straight, but examiner believes a better term is -inner contours of said bores are axially 
aligned --, as inner contours that are rounded can't be straight with adjacent ones. 

Regarding claim 10, what is clip-like? How is something like a clip? 
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Regarding claims 6, 7 and 18-23 - examiner is not clear on what the zones are. 
The specification just repeats the wording in the claims. How is a zone different from a 
side face (6,7)? Examiner is interpreting this based on Figs 1 and 2. 

Dependent claims are rejected as depending from rejected independent claims. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

5. Claims 1-5 and 11-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by Loof, GB 894867 or in the alternative, rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as obvious 
over Loof. Loof teaches per the figures below a fastener with a clip (1 ,2,3, with a clip 
base (3,5,6) and a fixing element (nail 8) in a throughbore 4 in the base, and the 
longitudinal axis of the fixing element 8 runs through the clip opening. Loof teaches that 
the clip is a resilient material, which according to US Drawing legends is plastic. 
However, if it is held that the legends do not inherently teach the resilient material is 
plastic, an alternative rejection is provided below. 



<54JL*7TOrt 



L/Q<J/0 



Fig. 3 



Fig. 2 
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Re claims 2-3,1 1 : Fig 3 shows the fixing element press fit in the hole, and Fig 2 
shows a recess for the head to completely fit into, per Fig 3. 

Re claims 4-5,12,13,14,15,16,17 : The clip opening has 2 free ends as 
described, per Fig 3, and the inner contours is essentially circular and is capable of 
holding a wire. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 1-5,11-17 are alternately rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Loof. While examiner believes Loof fully anticipates and teaches the 
material of the clip as resilient plastic, if it is held that it is not anticipated by the drawing 
legend, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the 
teachings of Loof and common knowledge of well-known and commonly used and 
available resilient materials before him at the time the invention was made, to modify 
Loof to make the clip of resilient plastic, in order to obtain a resilient clip using 
inexpensive, widely accepted, available plastic material. One would have been 
motivated to make such a combination because plastic is a common and accepted 
resilient material, easy to mold or machine 

Into specific shapes, that is light and inexpensive and available. 
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8. Claims 6,18-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Loof in view of Capan et al USP 6769652. 

As discussed above, Loof teaches all the elements except chamfered ends. Capan 
teaches a clip with arms forming a circular recess for a pipe, usable obviously with 
cable, having ends beveled as disclosed to assist in insertion of the round pipe, per Figs 
below. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the 
teachings of Loof and Capan before him at the time the invention was made, to modify 
Loof to make the clip with chamfered insertion faces as is done by Capan, in order to 
obtain a a clip that allowed easy insertion with minimal force. One would have been 
motivated to make such a combination because chamfered ends are known and used to 
allow for slight misalignment when inserting items between two surfaces, and then 
center the item for easy insertion, and also prevents chipping as would be a problems 
with a sharp angled edge. 
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9. Claims 7-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Loof 
in view of Capan and Erickson USP 4805824. 

As discussed above, Loof in view of Capan teaches all the elements except 
multiple fasteners with inner contours of the clip bores aligned, and that said multiple 
fasteners are joined together by at least one predetermined breaking web extending 
longitudinally between adjacent outer fastener faces. Erickson teaches multiple 
fasteners used as cable/wire clips, with aligned inner contours and a longitudinally 
extending connecting web, in the figures copied below. 




It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the teachings of 
Loof in view of Capan and Erickson before him at the time the invention was made, to 
modify Loof in view of Capan as further taught by Erickson to provide multiple aligned 
fasteners connected in a longitudinal arrangement, in order to obtain a supply of 
fasteners that can be quickly used as a length of cable is run and connected to a 
substrate. One would have been motivated to make such a combination because 
cables often have runs requiring more than one clip for installation, and being able to 
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dispense identical clips in an identical fashion would obviously speed up installation and 
lower installation costs. 

10. Claim 10 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Loof in 
view of Erickson USP 4805824. 

As discussed above, Loof teaches all the elements except multiple fasteners with 
inner contours of the clip bores aligned, and that said multiple fasteners are joined 
together by at least one predetermined breaking web extending longitudinally between 
adjacent outer fastener faces. Erickson teaches multiple fasteners used as cable/wire 
clips, arranged to be capable of use with a magazine housing in such a way that a feed 
device (gun) can eject the fasteners such that the arrangement moves forward to a feed 
end of a gun with an opening at right angles to the longitudinal direction, as in the 



figures copied below. 




It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, having the teachings of 
Loof in view of Erickson before him at the time the invention was made, to modify Loof 
as taught by Erickson to provide multiple aligned fasteners connected in a longitudinal 
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arrangement, capable of use with a magazine housing in a feed device, in order to 
obtain a supply of fasteners that can be quickly used as a length of cable is run and 
connected to a substrate. One would have been motivated to make such a combination 
because cables often have runs requiring more than one clip for installation, and being 
able to dispense identical clips from a magazine housing in a feed device would 
obviously speed up installation and lower installation costs. 

Conclusion 

1 1 . The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

1 2. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Katherine W. Mitchell whose telephone number is 571- 
272-7069. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon - Thurs 10 AM - 8 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, J. J. Swann can be reached on 571-272-7075. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



Katherine W Mitchell 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 3677 
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